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I.—THE ANGLO-EGYPTIAN TREATY NEGOTIATIONS. 


REVIOUS issues of this Bulletin (Vol. Il, No. 13, June 14, 1926, 
Vol. III, Nos. 12 & 13, June 11 and 25, 1927, and Vol. IV, 
No. 1, July 9, 1927), have traced in some detail the course 
of Anglo-Egyptian relations from the unilateral British decree of 
Egyptian independence of 28th February, 1922, through the 
‘discussions ’’ between Saad Pasha Zaghlul and Mr. Ramsay 
Macdonald in September, 1924, and through the crises which arose 
between the two countries after the assassination of Sir Lee Stack, 
in November, 1924, after the resignation of Judge Kershaw in June, 
1926, and after the attempt to increase the Egyptian Army in June, 
1927. 

In dealing with the present situation, therefore, it is only necessary 
to quote the four points included in paragraph 3 of the British 
Declaration of February, 1922, which were, “ absolutely reserved to 
the discretion of His Majesty’s Government until such time as it may 
be possible by free discussion and friendly accommodation to conclude 
agreements in regard thereto between His Majesty’s Government and 
the Government of Egypt :— 

(A) The security of the communications of the British Empire 
and Egypt. 

(B) The defence of Egypt against all foreign aggression or 
interference, direct or indirect. 

(c) The protection of foreign interests in Egypt and the 
protection of minorities. 

(D) The Sudan. 

Pending the conclusion of such agreements the status quo in all 
these matters shall remain intact.” 

The first attempt to arrive at these agreements was made through 
the Macdonald-Zaghlul discussion of September, 1924, and failed 
because Zaghlul Pasha’s demands “ entirely ignored the existence of 
British interests in Egypt.’’ These demands included :— 

(A) The withdrawal of all British forces from Egyptian territory. 
(B) The withdrawal of the financial and judicial advisers. 
(c) The disappearance of all British control over the Egyptian 
Government, notably in connection with foreign relations, 
which Zaghlul Pasha claimed were hampered by the 
notification of His Majesty’s Government to foreign 
Powers, on the 15th March, 1922, that they would regard 
as an unfriendly act any attempt at interference in the 
affairs of Egypt by another Power. 
(D) The abandonment by His Majesty’s Government of their 
claim to protect foreigners and minorities in Egypt. 
(E) The abandonment by His Majesty’s Government of their 
claim to share in any way in protecting the Suez Canal. 
The British Prime Minister “earnestly sought the basis of such a 
friendly co-operation ... Yet he found it impossible to lay the 
foundations for any agreement.” 
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When, therefore, Sarwat Pasha, on the occasion of the visit of 
the King of Egypt to England in'July, 1927, re-opened conversations 
with Sir Austen Chamberlain as to the question of an Anglo-Egyptian 
Treaty of Alliance, the latter told him frankly that the rights comprised 
in the four reserved points were vital to Great Britain. ‘‘ No British 
Government could afford to ignore them ... they were, in fact, 
so essential to the existence of the British Empire that every British 
Government, in the future as in the past, whatever its complexion, 
would be obliged to insist upon them ... The fundamental require- 
ments of British policy were common to all parties in this State, 
and a change of Government made no alteration in them.”’ 

The main difference between the Anglo-Egyptian discussion of 
1924 and those of 1927-8 lies in the personality of the Egyptian 
negotiator: Zaghlul Pasha had come into power as the inveterate 
opponent of British power in Egypt and by virtue of his reputation 
found himself unable to adopt any but the most intransigent attitude 
towards the British Government’s counter-proposals. 

Sarwat Pasha, on the other hand, agreed at the outset that ‘ there 
must be friendly collaboration ’’ between Great Britain and Egypt, 
and that the aid of the first was necessary for the security of the 
second. 

Accordingly on July 18th he submitted a draft treaty to the 
Foreign Office, of which the principal points were; an offensive and 
defensive alliance; “the substitution for the capitulatory régime 
now existing in Egypt of a régime more in conformity with the spirit 
of the times and the present state of Egypt,’’ Great Britain having the 
right of intervention to protect foreigners from inequitable treatment 
in fiscal matters: Egypt to enter the League of Nations, with Great 
Britain’s support ; the recognition of Great Britain’s right by virtue 
of the first of the reserved points (‘‘ protection of lines of communica- 
tion ’’) to maintain a military force (“in no way having the character 
of an occupation ’’) on Egyptian soil; after a certain period (Sarwat 
Pasha in conversation suggested from three to five years) this force 
should be quartered in the region of the Canal, possibly at Port 
Tewfik. The Egyptian draft further provided that Egypt should not 
oppose British foreign policy abroad, nor conclude agreements with 
foreign Powers which might be prejudicial to British interests. 

As regards financial and judicial relations, the Egyptian Govern- 
ment agreed to appoint, in agreement with the British Government, 
advisers to the Ministers of Finance and Justice, whose advice and 
services should be at the disposal of the Government, “‘ for all matters 
in regard to which they may wish to consult’ them. The British 
representative in Cairo was to have the rank and precedence of 
Ambassador; the question of the Sudan was to be left to further 
negotiation, but Great Britain should agree to return to the status 
quo of before 1924. That is to say, before the sanctions applied 
after the Sirdar’s murder, which involved the withdrawal from the 
Sudan of all Egyptian officers and purely Egyptian units of the 
Egyptian army. 

Ten days later the British Foreign Office presented a counter 
draft treaty, which, while accepting the general principle of an 
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offensive and defensive alliance and the admission of Egypt to the 
League, required a more far-reaching system of guarantees than was 
contemplated in the Egyptian draft. 

In addition to the agreement regarding foreign policy, the British 
draft provided for, “‘ full and frank consultation between the high 
contracting parties in all matters of foreign policy which may affect 
their common interests.’’ While agreeing to the proposal regarding 
capitulations, Great Britain, under the second and third of the 
reserved points, claimed the right to “satisfy themselves that 
adequate protection is afforded to foreign lives and property.’’ The 
Egyptian Government was required to maintain a sufficient foreign 
eleme.it in its iateraal admi istration to ensure such protection. 

With regard to the British foftces to be maintained in Egypt for 
the protection of Imperial lines of communication, the British draft 
provided for maintenance of such armed forces as should be necessary. 
After ten vears the contracting parties would consider where these 
forces should be stationed, ‘“‘in the light of their experience of the 
operation of the provisions of the Treaty and of the military conditions 
thea existing.’’ In the civil service the Egyptian Government were 
to employ all foreign officials necessary, with the assistance of Great 
Britain, with whom an understanding would have to be reached 
before foreigners of non-British nationality were employed in the 
position of director or higher rank. The positions and functions of 
the financial and judicial advisers were to remain unchanged, and 
provision was made for the continuance of the present status quo in 
the government of the Sudan. 

The British draft further contained an annexe providing for the 
régime under which the Egyptian army was to operate during the 
next ten years. The Army was to be limited to 12,250 men, of which 
the instructional personnel was to be trained either in Egypt or 
England, and munitions and supplies not produced in Egypt were to 
be obtained from the British Government alone. The annexe further 
stipulated for the unmodified maintenance of the European Bureau 
in the Mi istry of the Interior. 

In a long commentary on the British draft handed in at the end of 
August, Sarwat Pasha declared that “‘the British draft, with its 
mechanism of rigid tutelage and continued control, goes too far.’ 
The British proposals, he reiterated later, merely resulted in 
emphasising a “‘ lack of confidence in Egypt and a desire to keep her 
in a state of tutelage.’’ 

After some weeks of negotiation, a third draft treaty was agreed 
upon by both Sir Austen Chamberlain and Sarwat Pasha, and 
ultimately received the approval of the British and Dominion Govern- 
meits. This treaty (the text of which is printed at the end of this 
article) was forwarded to Lord Lloyd in Cairo late in November by 
Sir Austen Chamberlain, who described it both as ‘“‘ embodying large 
concessions to his Excellency’s (Sarwat Pasha’s) own views and to 
Egyptian se timent,’ and as “ expressing on the one side and on the 
other the limit to which each party can advance in his wish to meet the 
other.”” Accompanyiag the draft treaty were two Notes from the 
British to the Egyptian Government, which were to form the 
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bases for the negotiations on the subjects of irrigation and the 
Capitulations. 

With the formal presentation of the Treaty to Sarwat Pasha in 
Cairo on December 3rd, there began a long and tedious process of 
negotiation. Sarwat Pasha, at first ‘‘ expressed himself optimistically 
as to the Treaty’s prospects,’ but soon began to be aware of the growing 
antagonism of the Wafd, the strongest party in the coalition Govern- 
ment which he headed. He became increasingly unwilling to submit 
the Treaty either to his Cabinet or to Nahas Pasha, President of the 
Wafd since the death of Zaghlul. Difficulty after difficulty was 
raised, first as to the interpretation of certain clauses, then as to 
further assurances from the British Government. On January 18th, 
1928, however, the only points remaining outstanding were annexes I 
(A) and II (c) which read as follows :— 

I (A) In default of previous agreement between the high con- 
tracting parties to the contrary, British personnel on the 
existing scale shall be maintained in the Egyptian army 
with their present functions, and on the conditions of the 
existing contracts during the period of ten years provided 
for in article 7 of the Treaty. 

II (c) Until the coming into force, as the result of agreements 
between Egypt and the Powers concerned, of the reform 
of the capitulatory system contemplated in article 9 of the 
Treaty, the Egyptian Government will not modify, except 
in agreement with His Britannic Majesty’s Government, 
the number, status and functions of the British officials 
engaged at the moment in the public security and police 
services. 

The British Government offered, with regard to I (A) to convert 
the British personnel in the Egyptian Army into a military mission, 
and with regard to II (c) suggested that if, within five years of the 
ratification of the Treaty, the reform of the capitulatory system had 
not taken place, nor an Anglo-Egyptian agreement arrived at on the 
point in question, the two Powers should ask the Council of the 
League of Nations to give a decision on the matter. 

To this latter proposal Sarwat Pasha “‘ was pleased to reply that 
the League meant nothing to him or to Egypt.’’ This attitude forms 
an interesting commentary on that taken up by the Egyptian Govern- 
ment of the day in appealing to the League to interfere after the 
sanctions taken by the British Government as a result of the Sirdar’s 
murder in 1924. 

The Treaty was at length communicated first to Nahas Pashaand 
then to the Cabinet, and from this moment Sarwat Pasha ceased to 
play the predominant role in the negotiations, which was assumed by 
the President of the Wafd. In an interview with Lord Lloyd at the 
end of February Nahas Pasha refused to discuss the Treaty, because 
it did not provide for the complete evacuation of Egyptian territory by 
British military forces. 

This was a complete return to the situation of 1924. Sir Austen 
Chamberlain, in a despatch to Lord Lloyd, said: ‘‘ Nahas Pasha is as 
little ready as was Zaghlul Pasha . . . to recognise the realities of 
the situation . . . It was Sarwat Pasha’s recognition of these realities 
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which made it possible to negotiate the Treaty with him; it is Nahas 
Pasha’s refusal to recognise them which, if adopted by the Egyptian 
Government, will once again have made a settlement impossible.” 

The ratification of the decision of Nahas Pasha and the Wafd 
took place at a meeting of the Egyptian Cabinet on March Ist, when a 
majority was obtained for the rejection of the Treaty, and three days 
later Sarwat Pasha resigned the Premiership he had taken up on 
April 25th, 1927. 

The British Government’s reply to the rejection of the Treaty was 
to present on March 5th to King Fuad a Note to the effect that they 

had “for some time viewed with misgiving certain legislative pro- 
posals introduced in the Egyptian Parliament which, if they were to 
become law, would be likely to weaken the hands of the administrative 
authorities responsible for the maintenance of order and for the 
protection of life and property in Egypt.’’ As the Anglo-Egyptian 
negotiations had proved abortive the British Government, having 
regard to the Declaration of February, 1922, and the obligations 
incurred therein, could not be hampered in the discharge of those 
obligations by legislation of the kind alluded to above, or by admini- 
strative action. The “legislative proposals’ included, among others, 
projected amendments to the Public Assemblies Act, which at present 
permits the police to break up “‘ public gatherings ”’ at their discretion, 
and thereby prevent incitement to riot. 

Slight disturbances in Cairo, Assiut and Tanta resulted from the 
publication of the British Note, but this made no radical modification 
in the situation. According to the Egyptian Constitution, Nahas 
Pasha, as leader of the strongest party, should normally be asked to 
form a Ministry. The Wafd is anxious to continue theic coalition 
with the Liberals, but with their own leader as Prime Minister, but 
the attitude of the Liberals appears to be one of reserve. 

The negotiations, which have failed, for the time being at least, 
mark a further attempt on the part of His Majesty’s Government to 
implement the Declaration of February, 1922, which laid down that 
certain points should be reserved until they could be settled by a 
bilateral agreement freely entered into by both parties. The Declara- 
tion, therefore, plus the modifications regarding the Sudan resulting 
from the sanctions applied in November, 1924, continues in 
force. 

At the same time, agreement was more nearly reached on this 
occasion than was the case in the Curzon-Adly negotiations of 1921, 
and the MacDonald-Zaghlul conversations in 1924. Perhaps the most 
striking feature of the treaty’s rejection is the characteristically 
negative and destructive attitude adopted by the Wafd which, for 
the present, is dominated by its extremists. They were able to offer 
no constructive suggestions, nor did they make even a formal attempt 
to ascertain whether some closer measure of agreement was possible. 
The Egyptian Government’s reply, which is to say, that of the Wafd, 
confined itself to remarking that the draft ‘“‘ by reason both of its 
basie principles and of its actual provisions is incompatible with the 

independence and sovereignty of Egypt, and, moreover, it legalises 
the occupation of the country by British forces.” It is by no means 
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to be assumed, however, that this attitude of uncompromising 
opposition to an agreement with Great Britain is that of all 


Egyptians. 


Draft Treaty. 


His Majesty the King of Great Britain, Ireland and the British Dominions 
beyond the Seas, Emperor of India, and His Majesty the King of Egypt, 

Being anxious to consolidate the friendship and to maintain and perpetuate 
the relations of good understanding between their respective countries, 

And considering that in order to secure this object it is desirable to give 
precision to the relationship between the two countries by resolving and 
defining the outstanding questions at issue which formed the subject of the 
reservations which His Britannic Majesty’s Government considered it 
necessary to make on the occasion of the declaration of the 28th February, 
1922, 

Being anxious to eliminate the possibility of interference in the internal 
administration of Egypt, 

And considering that these objects will best be achieved by the conclusion 
of a treaty of friendship and alliance, which in their common interest will 
provide for effective co-operation in the joint task of ensuring the defence 
and independence of Egypt ; 

Have agreed to conclude a treaty for this purpose, and have appointed as 
plenipotentiaries : 

His Majesty the King of Great Britain, Ireland, and the British Dominions 
beyond the Seas, Emperor of India: for Great Britain and Northern 
Ireland: The Right Honourable The Lord Lloyd, G.C.S.I., G.C.LE., 
D.8.0., Member of His Most Honourable Privy Council ; 

His Majesty the King of Egypt: His Excellency Abdel Khalek Sarwat 
Pasha, President cf the Council of Ministers ; 

Who, having communicated their full powers, found in good and due form, 

have agreed as follows :— 


ARTICLE 1. 


An alliance is established between the high contracting parties in con- 
secration of their friendship, their cordial understanding and their good 


relations. 
ARTICLE 2. 


His Majesty the King of Egypt undertakes not to adopt in foreign 
countries an attitude incompatible with the alliance or liable to create 
difficulties for His Britannic Majesty ; not to oppose in foreign countries the 
policy followed by His Britannic Majesty and not to conclude with a foreign 
Power any agreement which might be prejudicial to British interests. 


ARTICLE 3. 


If, by reason of any attack or act of aggression whatsoever, His Majesty 
the King of Egypt should be involved in war for the defence of his territory 
or for the protection of the interests of his country, His Britannic Majesty 
will, subject always to the provisions of the Covenant of the League of Nations, 
come immediately to his aid in the capacity of belligerent. 
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ARTICLE 4. 


Should circumstances arise likely to imperil the good relations between 
His Majesty the King of Egypt and a foreign Power or threaten the lives or 
property of foreigners in Egypt, His Majesty will at once consult with His 
Britannic Majesty with a view to the adoption of the measures best calculated 
to solve the difficulty. 


ARTICLE 5. 


In view of the co-operation between the two armies as contemplated in 
article 3, the Egyptian Government pledge themselves to carry out the 
instruction and training of the Egyptian army in accordance with the methods 
of the British army ; should the Egyptian Government deem it necessary to 
have recourse to the services of foreign officers or instructors, they will choose 
them from among British subjects. 


ARTICLE 6. 


In the event of His Britannic Majesty being menaced with or engaged in 
war, even though such war should in no way affect the rights and interests of 
Egypt, His Majesty the King of Egypt undertakes to furnish to His Britannic 
Majesty in Egyptian territory all the facilities and assistance in his power, 
including the use of his ports, aerodromes and all means of communication. 


ARTICLE 7. 


In order to facilitate and secure to His Britannic Majesty the protection 
of the lines of communication of the British Empire, and pending the 
conclusion at some future date of an agreement by which His Britannic 
Majesty entrusts His Majesty the King of Egypt with the task of ensuring 
this protection, His Majesty the King of Egypt authorises His Britannic 
Majesty to maintain upon Egyptian territory such armed forces as His 
Britannic Majesty’s Government consider necessary for this purpose. The 
presence of these forces shall not constitute in any manner an occupation and 
will in no way prejudice the sovereign rights of Egypt. 

After a period of ten years from the coming into force of the present 
treaty, the high contracting parties will reconsider, in the light of their 
experience of the operation of the provisions of the present treaty, the question 
of the localities in which the said forces are to be stationed. Should no 
agreement be reached on this point, the question may be submitted to the 
Council of the League of Nations. Should the decision of the League of 
Nations be adverse to the claims of the Egyptian Government, the question 
can, at their request and under the same conditions, be reinvestigated at 
intervals of five years from the date of the League’s decision. 


ARTICLE 8. 


In view of the friendship between the two countries and of the alliance 
established by this treaty, the Egyptian Government when engaging the 
services of foreign officials will as a rule give preference to British subjects. 

Nationals of other Powers will only be engaged if no British subjects 
possessing the necessary qualifications and fulfilling the requisite conditions 
are available. 
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ARTICLE 9. 


His Britannic Majesty undertakes to use all his influence with the Powers 
possessing capitulatory rights in Egypt to obtain the modification of the 
capitulatory régime now existing in Egypt so as to make it conform more 
closely with the spirit of the times and with the present state of Egypt. 


ARTICLE 10. 


His Britannic Majesty will use his good offices for the admission of Egypt 
to the League of Nations, and will support the request which Egypt will 
present to this effect. Egypt for her part declares herself ready to accept 
the conditions prescribed for admission to the League. 


ARTICLE 11. 


In view of the special relations created between the high contracting 
parties by the alliance, His Britannic Majesty will be represented at the Court 
of His Majesty the King of Egypt by an Ambassador, duly accredited, to 
whom His Majesty the King of Egypt will grant precedence over all other 
foreign representatives. 

ARTICLE 12. 

Nothing in the present treaty is intended to or shall in any way prejudice 
the rights and obligations which devolve or may devolve upon either of the 
high contracting parties under the Covenant of the League of Nations. 


ARTICLE 13. 


The arrangements for carrying certain provisions of the present treaty 
into effect form the annex hereto, which shall have the same validity and 


duration as the treaty. 
ARTICLE 14. 


The high contracting parties, although convinced that by reason of the 
precise definitions laid down above as to the nature of the relations between 
the two countries no misunderstanding is to be anticipated between them, 
agree, nevertheless, in their anxiety to maintain their good relations, that any 
disagreement on the subject of the application or of the interpretation of these 
provisions which they are unable to settle by direct negotiation shall be 
dealt with in accordance with the provisions of the Covenant of the League of 
Nations. 


ANNEX. 
I. 


(a.) In default of previous agreement between the high contracting 
parties to the contrary, British personnel on the existing scale shall be 
maintained in the Egyptian army with their present functions and on the 
conditions of the existing contracts during the period of ten years provided 
for in article 7 of the treaty. 

(b.) The Egyptian Government will not cause the personnel of the Egyptian 
army to be trained abroad elsewhere than in Great Britain. ‘The Government 
of His Britannic Majesty for their part undertake to receive any mission 
which the Egyptian Government may send to Great Britain for this purpose. 
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(c.) The armament employed by the Egyptian army shall not differ in 
type from that of the British army. His Britannic Majesty's Government 
undertake to use their good offices, whenever so desired by the Egyptian 
Government, to facilitate its supply from Great Britain. 


(d.) The privileges and immunities at present enjoyed by the British 
forces in Egypt shall continue. The Egyptian Government will continue to 
place at the disposal of the said forces, free of charge, the land and buildings 
at present occupied by them until such time as an alteration is made, in 
accordance with the second paragraph of article 7 of the treaty, in the localities 
in which the said forces are stationed. When any such alteration is made, 
the land and buildings vacated shall revert to the Egyptian Government, who 
will provide, free of charge, in the localities to which the forces are transferred, 
equivalent accommodation to that provided by the land and buildings vacated. 


(e.) Unless the high contracting parties shall previously have agreed to the 
contrary, the Egyptian Government will prohibit the passage of aircraft over 
the territory situated on either side of the Suez Canal, and within 20 kilom. 
of it. This prohibition will not, however, apply to the forces of the high 
contracting parties or to services already established under existing 
agreements. 


If. 


(a.) The Egyptian Government, in agreement with His Britannic Majesty’s 
Government, will appoint a financial adviser. When it shall be so desired, the 
powers at present exercised by the Commissioners of the Debt shall be 
conferred upon him. He will be kept informed of all legislative proposals of 
such a nature that, to be applicable to foreigners, they would require in 
present circumstances the consent of the capitulatory Powers. He shall be 
at the disposal of the Egyptian Government for all other matters in regard to 
which they may wish to consult him. 


(b.) Having regard to future changes in the judicial organisation as 
envisaged in article 9 of the treaty, the Egyptian Government will name, in 
agreement with His Britannic Majesty's Government, a judicial adviser. He 
shall be kept informed of all matters concerning the administration of justice 
in which foreigners are concerned, and will be at the disposal of the Egyptian 
Government for all other matters in regard to which they may wish to consult 
him. 

(c.) Until the coming into force, as the result of agreements between 
Egypt and the Powers concerned, of the reform of the capitulatory system 
contemplated in article 9 of the treaty, the Egyptian Government will not 
modify, except in agreement with His Britannic Majesty’s Government, the 
| number, status and functions of the British officials engaged at the moment 
in the public security and police services. 




















12 


II.—_ CHRONOLOGY. 


Austria. 

March 4th—The Vienna press, commenting on Signor Mussolini’s speech 
of March 3rd, remarked that Austria had strong allies in the undying spirit 
of Italian democracy, and the determined hatred of Fascist despotism by labour 


in all countries. 
March 7th—A meeting of the Foreign Relations Committee of Parliament 


decided to make no reply to Signor Mussolini, and to regard the South ‘I yrol 
controversy as closed. 


Belgium. 
March 2nd.—Ratification of Belgo-Portuguese Convention. (See 
Portugal.) 


Bulgaria. 

March 2nd.—The Minister for Railways resigned, as a protest against the 
Government's policy regarding the proposed League of Nations loan to 
Bulgaria. 

March 3rd.—Three persons were killed and others injured by bombs 
thrown in the village of Dobralaka, near the frontier of Yugoslavia, by a band 
of Bulgarian political refugees who afterwards escaped across the frontier. 

March 7th—Approval of the Stabilization Loan. (See League of 


Nations.) 


Chile. 

March 12th.—It was announced in Santiago that a Communist plot had 
been suppressed by the arrest on March Sth of forty men, including the son 
of a former President, and other influential persons. 


China. 


INTERNAL AFFAIRS. 
Shanghat. 

March 3rd.—Many outrages by gunmen were reported to have occurred 
in the International Settlement in Shanghai. In spite of the rounding up of 
many armed kidnappers and robbers a whole series of armed robberies had 
taken place during the previous few days. 

March 10th.—Sir Miles Lampson was entertained at a banquet at Shanghai 
by the Commissioner for Foreign Affairs and the Mayor of Greater Shanghai. 
Friendly speeches were made on both sides. 


Peking Government. 


February 29th—The Ministry of Finance released from the Salt balance 
sufficient funds, together with the amount already deposited in London, to 
pay the outstanding amortization of the 1908 loan. 

March \st.—i he Government paid into the Banks the balance due on the 
Anglo-French loan of 1908. ‘lhe sum of £20,000 was also paid towards the 
interest of the Shanghai-Nanking Railway Loan, due on December Ist, 1927. 
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Mr. Lo Wen-kan, former Minister of Finance and President of the Com- 
mission for the Codification of Chinese Law, was appointed Minister for 
Foreign Affairs, on the resignation of Mr. Wang Ying Pai, who was also 
Minister of Justice in the same Cabinet. 

March 6th—According to news from Peking, the Northern Government 
had recently nominated a Tariff Autonomy Committee, to prepare for the 
enforcement of the national tariff law on January Ist, 1929. Meanwhile, 
many new taxes had been imposed on articles of necessity, as well as of luxury 
and a large number of shops had closed on that day in protest. 

March \\th—The members of the Diplomatic Body telegraphed to their 
respective Governments calling attention to the importance of the Arms 
Embargo of 1919, and urging that those Powers which had not yet taken 
measures to prohibit the export of arms to China should be induced to do so 
as soon as possible. 



















The Kuomintang. 
The Nanking Government. 





March 8th—Many troop movements were reported, preparatory to the 
advance on Peking. An army under Chen Tiao-yuan had reached Tsingkiangpu 
(Northern Kiangsu) from Nanking, while Kiangsi troops were also massed at 
Kiukiang on the Yangtze. 

March \\th—Chiang Kai-shek was reported to be concentrating troops 
and munitions for his campaign against Peking, and to have at his disposal 
100,000 men, whose headquarters were Hsuchowfu. There they were con- 
fronted by the Northern Army under Sun Chuan-fang, near the Shantung 
border. ‘Lhe forces of Feng Yu-hsiang were believed to be mainly in Honan, 
north of the Yellow River, and to number about 50,000. ‘The main Ankuochun 
army of about 70,000 men was on the line Hantan-Tamingfu (north of the 
Yellow River and south-east of Taiyuan). 















The Hankow Government. 





March 2nd.—The city of Leiyang, in the Province of Hunan, was looted 
by disbanded troops and members of the Peasants’ Union of Communists ; 
many atrocities occurred, and 300 Buddhist monks were locked into their 
temple and burned to death. 

March 8th.—Further news was received in Hankow from Chinese sources 
of the outrages committed by the Communists in Leiyang (Kwangtung 
Province). Anti-Communist troops, under Pei Chung-hsi, despatched from 
Hankow drove the Communists out and occupied the town. 

March 13th.—The new régime in the former British Concession at Hankow 
was reported to be working very well, under the directorship of Dr. Chang, 
who came from Nanking with definite instructions to establish friendly 
relations with the British residents. 











Canton. 


March 3rd.—General Li Chai-sum, Commander-in-Chief, and Mr. Chu 
Chao-hsin, Canton Foreign Minister, visited Hong-Kong and were entertained 
by the Governor, Sir Cecil Clementi. ‘The streets displayed the Kuomintang 
flag and the Red Ensign. General Li Chai-sum saw Sir Miles Lampson before 
the latter’s departure for Peking. 
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March 8th.—According to news from Hong-Kong the Canton Government 
claimed to have suppressed the Haifung and Lukfung Soviets and to have 
occupied Swabue. 

March 9th.—Sir Cecil Clementi arrived at Canton to return the visit of 
General Li Chai-sum. 

March \\th.—A party of bluejackets from H.M.S. Robin was fired on at a 
village on the river, and one of them was killed. 


Danzig. 
February 29th.—Commercial agreement with Poland. (See Poland.) 


Egypt. 

March 1st.—The Cabinet met to consider the result of the conversations 
held in London between the Prime Minister and the British Foreign Secretary 
on the subject of the proposed new Anglo-Egyptian Treaty. 

March 4th._—The Premier, Sarwat Pasha, handed to Lord Lloyd the official 
reply to the British proposals for a Treaty, and afterwards resigned. The 
reply stated that the proposed Treaty was in every respect incompatible 
with the independence and sovereignty of Egypt, particularly in that it 
legalised the British occupation, and was, therefore, entirely unacceptable. 

March 7th.—The Cabinet considered a Note which had been handed to 
the Premier by Lord Lloyd on March 4th. In this the British Government 
intimated that, in view of certain legislative proposals before the Egyptian 
Parliament, it reserved the right to take such steps as the situation might 
demand. These proposals were regarded as likely seriously to weaken the 
hands of the administrative authorities responsible for the maintenance of 
order and for the protection of life and property in Egypt, in that they 
provided for the modification of the Law of Public Assemblies (under which 
the police had power to prevent demonstrations), and for removal of the 
restrictions on the carrying of fire-arms. 

Publication of White Paper. (See Great Britain.) 

March 8th.—A band of about 1,500 students marched to the House of 
the Nation in Cairo, where they were met by the police, who endeavoured 
to prevent them entering. A good deal of stone throwing followed, but no 
one was seriously injured. More serious demonstrations took place at Tanta, 
where injuries were reported to have been received by both the rioters and the 
police. It was stated in Cairo that, despite the professed disapproval by 
the Wafd of the students’ behaviour the whole proceedings were planned and 
encouraged at the House of the Nation. The students’ leaders were received 
and congratulated by both Mme. Zaghlul and Md. Hamed el Basl. 

According to the correspondent of The Times the British Note (regarding 
legislative proposals) was received with satisfaction by the more instructed 
Egyptians. A particularly salutary effect was noticeable among executive 
officials, who saw in it a release from the tyrannisation and curtailment of 
their powers which had characterised the Parliamentary régime since its 
inception in 1924. 


France. 

March 1st.—A divergence of opinion arose as to the wording of the “ Out- 
lawry of War” Resolution of the Havana Conference, to which Mr. Kellogg 
drew attention in his Note of 27th February. The text given by the Havas 
Agency made reference only to the condemnation of wars of aggression, 
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whereas Mr. Kellogg referred to “an unqualified condemnation of war as 
an instrument of national policy in their mutual relations.’ The interpreta- 
tion of this phrase formed the vital point of the Franco-American negotiations. 

March 2nd.—The American Embassy in Paris made a statement confirming 
Mr. Kellogg’s version of the Outlawry of War Resolution passed by the 
Havana Conference. The statement declared that the Resolution contained 
no limitation of the express and unconditional condemnation of war as an 
instrument of national policy. It would not, therefore, apply only to wars of 
aggression. 

‘Lhe new Tariff Bill was adopted by the Senate, embodying many increases 
in import dues. ‘lhis involved the automatic ratification of the Trade 
Agreements with Italy, Switzerland, and Germany. 

March 3rd.—The Franco-Spanish Tangier Agreement was signed. The 
Agreement was for the duration of the statute, z.e., for six years from 1923. 
It made certain concessions to Spain in connection with the command of the 
gendarmerie and police, and amended the Statute and the penal code so as 
to ensure more effective suppression of contraband in arms. ‘lhe French 
and Spanish Zones, hitherto commanded by a Belgian officer, were to be 
policed by gendarmerie commanded by a Spanish officer, with a French 
captain as second in command. 

A Treaty of Arbitration was signed with Sweden. Justiciable difficulties 
were to be referred to the Permanent Court of International Justice, and 
non-justiciable disputes to be dealt with by a court composed of one Frenchman, 
one Swede, and three neutrals. 

March 6th.—Submission of Ait Wadrim. (See Morocco.) 

Signature of new Arbitration ‘lreaty. (See U.S.A.) 

March 7th—The new Commercial Agreement with Italy was signed. It 
was concluded to avoid the denunciation by Italy of the existing Commercial 
Agreement after the passing of the French Customs Tariff measure., Recip- 
rocal concessions were made as to certain products affected by the increase 
of duties recently imposed by France. 

March 1\1th.—A Treaty of Conciliation and Arbitration with the Netherlands 
was signed at Geneva. 


Germany. 


February 29th—Sir Horace Rumbold was officially appointed British 
Ambassador to Berlin. 

March 2nd.—A former German settler named Langkoop attempted to 
shoot the Deputy Director of the Reich Compensation Office in Berlin, 
and afterwards to blow up the building. He complained that he had not 
received sufficient compensation for the loss of his property in East Africa. 

A meeting of German colonial organisations in Berlin passed resolutions 
protesting against the alleged British intention to annex Tanganyika, and 
demanded that the Government should appeal to the League of Nations as 
to the danger threatening the Mandate system. 

March 6th.—Speaking in the Reichstag, the Minister for Economic Affairs 
strongly criticised the British safeguarding duties, which he maintained 
constituted a departure from the basis reached between the two countries 
in the Commercial ‘reaty of 1925. He said that the Government would 
denounce the reaty in 1929, 7.e., on the first opportunity. 

March 10th.—Arrest of Germans in the Don coal basin. (See U.S.S.R.) 
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March 13th.—Much indignation was caused in Germany at the arrest 
of the six engineers in the Donetz coal area, and the Berlin press demanded 
the breaking-off of the negotiations which were being held with Russian 
trade experts on Russo-German commercial questions. 


Great Britain. 

February 29th.—Appointment of new Ambassador to Berlin. (See 
Germany.) 

March 6th.—German criticism of British tariff policy. (See Germany.) 

March 7th—A White Paper was published, containing the text of the 
proposed draft Treaty with Egypt, and of communications on the subject 
which had passed during the course of the negotiations. (Egypt, No. 1, 1928, 
Cimd 3050.) 

March 12th.—In reply to questions in the House of Commons, Mr. Amery 
stated that in December H.M. Government had suggested to Ibn Saud that 
a meeting should be held at a convenient place between him and the British 
Resident in the Persian Gulf to discuss matters in dispute in that part of 
the world (frontiers of Nejd, Irak, and Koweit), but though the invitation 
had been repeated several times the King had not accepted it. 

The sum of £542,000 had been paid to Ibn Saud in the years 1917-1925, 
since when no payments had been made to him. 

March 13th.—'the King and Queen of Afghanistan arrived in London. 


Hungary. 
February 29th.—Rumanian offer in Optants’ case. (See Rumania.) 
March \st.—On the occasion of the eighth anniversary of the election of 
Admiral Horthy to the Regency, an amnesty was granted to all persons 
imprisoned for insulting remarks against the Regent or Members of the Royal 
Family, and also for other political offences. Persons imprisoned on charges 
of communism were excluded from the amnesty. 
t March 4th—Count Bethlen, in a speech to his constituency on the subject 
of foreign policy, demanded a revision of the Peace Treaties. He based this 
on the strength of Article 19 of the League Covenant, and of the accompanying 
Note attached to the Trianon Treaty, and said that Hungary needed new 
frontiers, since upon the actual frontiers no lasting peace could be built up. 


Italy. 

February 29th.—The death occurred of Marshal Diaz, Duca della Vittoria, 
former Commander-in-Chief and Minister for War. 

March 2nd.—The new Electoral Law, together with the Prime Minister’s 
Report on it, was distributed to the Members of the Chamber of Deputies. 
The Report defined Fascismo as seeking “ to create a Government with large 
powers, founded on the masses, who expressed themselves by means of a 
multitude of organisations.” 

March 3rd.—In a statement in Parliament on the Trentino question, 
Signor Mussolini declared that the Austrian complaint was not justified, and 
was by that very fact provocative. He claimed that Italy’s friendly policy 
towards Austria during the past ten years had been shown in three ways. 
First, in works of mercy to her stricken people ; second, by financial aid, made 
possible by the renunciation of reparation claims by Italy ; and third, by the 
fact that Italy had given great assistance to Austria in regard to the plebiscite 
in the Klagenfurt zone at the time when Austria had asked Italy for help 
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owing to the threats of Yugoslav supporters. He concluded by saying that if 
the question were raised again he would answer by deeds, and not by words. 
March 6th.—The Decree Law was published approving the Convention 
signed at Locarno on September 16th, 1925, between Italy, France, Belgium, 
Germany and Great Britain. 
March 7th—Signature of new Commercial Agreement with France. 
(See France.) 


League of Nations. 

February 29th—The Committee on Arbitration and Security discussed 
the German suggestion for the prevention of war and measures to be taken in 
the event of an outbreak of hostilities, which, it was suggested, should form 
a protocol open for the signature of as many States as possible. 

Lord Cushendun objected to a general treaty, on the ground that it would 
not add to the security of nations, and favoured bi-lateral or regional agree- 
ments ; he also closely criticised the suggestions in general. 

M. Paul Boncour favoured the suggestion, on condition that the measures 
for the prevention of conflict were put under the control of the League Council. 

The Committee decided to adjourn further discussion to its next session, 
but to submit the German suggestions to their respective Governments. 

March 5th.—The Forty-ninth Session of the Council opened. 

‘The Security Committee adopted a series of resolutions for the approval 
of the meeting of the next Assembly. A resolution on arbitration invited 
the Council to inform all States members of the League that the Council would 
be prepared, on request, to lend its good offices in the event of difficulties 
during the negotiations for the conclusion of a treaty for the pacific settle- 
ment of any dispute arising between them. Another resolution provided for 
similar procedure in the case of difficulties in the conclusion of security pacts. 
A third resolution recommended adhesion to the Optional paragraph of 
Article 36 of the Statute of the Permanent Court of International Justice, 
with a view to the efforts being made, through codification, to diminish the 
uncertainties and supply the deficiencies of international law. 

March 6th._—The Drafting Committee of the Security Committee prepared 
three more “ model treaties,” which were adopted in the plenary session 
of the Committee. ; 

The League Secretariat received a message from M. Litvinoff suggesting 
that Turkey should be invited to participate at the Preparatory Commission 
for the Disarmament Conference. 

March 7th.—The Security Committee closed its session after producing 
two more “ model” treaties, making six in all, three relating to arbitration 
and conciliation, and three to mutual assistance and non-aggression. 

The Council dealt with the machine-gun incident, and on the motion of 
Sir Austen Chamberlain, appointed a Committee of three to examine the 
documentation and report on it. On behalf of the Hungarian Government, 
jJeneral Tanczos deposited a statement containing the history of the incident, 
with documents tending to show that from the first it was the Government's 
intention to render the arms useless and then sell them by auction. 

The Financial Committee concluded its session, and agreed to a Bulgarian 
Stabilisation Loan of £4,750,000. 

March 8th.—T he Council adopted a proposal put forward by the President 
that a letter should be sent to the Spanish and Brazilian Governments asking 
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if the reasons why they had left the League still existed, and pointing out the 
importance of their collaboration in the League’s work. It was also decided 
to send a similar letter to the Costa Rican Government. 

The Council then dealt with the Hungaro-Rumanian dispute. The two 
points of view were put forward by Count Apponyi and M. Titulescu respec- 
tively, but hardly any fresh arguments were advanced. 

March 9th.—At the Council Meeting Sir Austen Chamberlain proposed 
that the Rumano-Hungarian Mixed Arbitral Tribunal should be reconstituted 
by the return of the withdrawn Rumanian judge and by the addition of 
two new judges chosen from neutral countries (under Article 239 of the 
Treaty of Trianon). This proposal was supported by M. Briand and Herr 
Stresemann, and was unanimously accepted by everyone except M. Titulescu, 
who wished to add certain qualifications. Both Sir Austen Chamberlain 
and Count Apponyi considered that the addition of these amounted to a 
refusal to accept the resolution, and after much persuasion M. Titulescu 
withdrew his refusal to accept the proposal as it stood, and promised to 
consider the matter in conjunction with his Government. 

All Polish-Lithuanian questions were adjourned by the Council to its 
June session. The Rumanian representative proposed that an invitation 
should be sent to the Turkish Government to be represented on the 
Preparatory Commission for the Disarmament Conference. The Polish 
Foreign Minister had sent a Note to the Secretariat to the same effect, and 
the Council decided to adopt the proposal and to inform Moscow of its 
decision. 7 

March 10th.—The Council session closed, after the adoption of the report 
of the Committee of Three on the machine-gun smuggling incident. The 
report stated that further information was necessary on various points and 
that the Committee would probably send technical experts to the scene of 
the incident and communicate the results of its investigations to the Council 


before the June session. 


Lithuania. 

March \st.—The Text was published of a Note from M. Valdemaras to 
Marshal Pilsudski in which he made an alternative proposal, either to ask 
the League of Nations to furnish its good offices in the course of the negotia- 
tions between Lithuania and Poland, or to begin negotiations for a settlement 
of the Vilna dispute on March 30th at Koenigsberg. 


Mexico. 

March 3rd.—Four Americans were shot dead by Mexican officers on the 
road between Tiajuana and Ensenada. 

March 4th——A plot was discovered to assassinate President Calles and 
General Obregon. A priest arrested in Mexico City was alleged to be 
implicated in this. 

March 7th—Further fighting was reported in Jalisco, resulting in the 
capture by Federal troops of several insurgent chieftains, four of whom 
were executed. 

March 8th.—Ratifications were exchanged in Mexico City of the British 
Mexican Claims Commission Convention. 

March 10th.—More fighting was reported from Guadalajara, and the rebels 
were stated to have suffered losses at the hands of Federal troops at Villita. 
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March 12th—-The War Department reported the surrender of 1,300 
rebels in the State of Nayarit. 


Morocco. 

March 6th.—The Moroccan tribe, Ait Wadrim, submitted unconditionally 
to the French authorities, thus opening up a large tract of country to 
European influence. 


Nejd. 

March 5th.—According to news from Basra a meeting had recently been 
held at Riyadh between Ibn Saud and the leading sheikhs of the Nejd, including 
the heads of the Mutair, Azman, and Ataibah tribes, at which it was decided 
to embark on operations against Irak, Koweit, and Transjordan on a large 
scale. It was stated that Ibn Saud had changed his attitude and accepted 
the point of view of the sheikhs that the sword was the only means of bringing 
back to Islam the infidels of Irak, Koweit and Transjordan. 

March 6th.—It was reported in Jerusalem that a large force of Wahabis 
were manceuvring in the Maan area, and that tanks and aeroplanes had been 
sent to protect the Transjordan frontier. 

It was learnt in Basra that Sheikh Feisal ed Dowish was again on the 
move in the direction of Koweit. 

March 8th.—T he Secretariat of the Palestine Government made an official 
announcement that all the rumours emanating from Basra and Jerusalem 
alleging the declaration of a Holy War by Ibn Saud against the 
Mohammadens of Irak and Transjordan lacked confirmation. It also stated 
that all reports of probable attacks on Transjordan lacked official support, 
and very probably arose from “ natural Beduin nervousness.” 

March 9th—lL he Wahabi agent in Cairo issued an official denial of the 
statement that Ibn Saud had approved of a jihad (Holy War). 

March 12th.—Statement by Mr. Amery in the House. (See Great Britain.) 


Nicaragua. 

February 29th.—Four United States Marines were killed and nine wounded 
in an ambush of a supply train proceeding from Condega (near Baraili) by 
General Sandino’s forces. ‘The rebels were afterwards repulsed by machine-gun 
fire and aerial bombardment. 

March 2nd.—Publication of evidence before U.S.A. Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. (See U.S.A.) 

March 5th—tThe Liberal Party made public the platform on which it 
would support General Moncada for the Presidency. ‘his pledged it to 
consecrate its efforts to the work of rebuilding the nation, and declared that 
the Liberals “ accept with pleasure the amicable mediation of the United 
States to decide our political differences.”’ 

A sugar plantation near Chichigalpa was raided by bandits, who took 
money and valuables from the occupants. 

March 13th.—T he House of Representatives rejected the McCoy Bill, which 
authorised U.S.A. supervision of the Presidential election. ‘The Liberals 
supported the Bill, but were outvoted by 23 to 17. 


Persia. 

February 29th—The text of the British Note to Persia, dispatched on 
January 18th, was made public. It definitely refused to consider the claim of 
Persian sovereignty over the island of Bahrain and declared the British 
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intention of protecting the islanders against attempts to subject them to 
foreign domination. The Secretary-General of the League of Nations was 
also in receipt of a copy of the Note, and also of the Persian Note of November 
23rd, 1927. 

March 2nd.—Visit of Foreign Minister to Warsaw. (See Poland.) 


Poland. 


February 29th.—An agreement was reached between the Government and 
the International Shipbuilding and Engineering Co. of Dantzig. 

March 1\st.—Text of Lithuanian Note. (See Lithuania.) 

March 2nd.—An Agreement was signed between the Municipality and an 
American Financial Group for the issue of 7 per cent. Bonds redeemable in 
1958. The Loan was to be issued without the Government’s guarantee, at 
the price of 89 per cent. 

The Persian Foreign Minister arrived in Warsaw for a conference on the 
subject of trade relations between Poland and Persia. 

March 7th-—The General Election for the Seym resulted in the Govern- 
ment Party winning 135 seats. The Socialists gained 24 seats, and Com- 
munists 10 seats. The nett result was regarded as a victory for the 
Pilsudski party. 

March 13th.—-Two Communists were sentenced to death at Warsaw and 
eight others to imprisonment, for murder, espionage and high treason on 
behalf of a Ukrainian “‘terrorist’’ organisation. 

A number. of arrests were made of members of the Union of Young 
Communists of White Ruthenia, and much literature seized, showing that 
the Comintern had been furnishing funds for the elections to the Diet. 


Portugal. 

March 2nd.—T he police made further arrests in Oporto of persons suspected 
of Communist activity. Two hundred bombs and other revolutionary 
paraphernalia were seized. 

Ratifications were exchanged at Lisbon of the Belgo-Portuguese 
Conventions signed in July, 1927, referring to Angola and the Belgian Congo. 


Reparations. 

March 7th—The statement of receipts and payments under the Dawes 
Plan issued by the Agent-General for Reparation Payments for the month of 
February, 1928 (F ourth Annuity Year), showed that the receipts for the month, 
totalled 120,577,106.22 gold marks, making a cumulative total of 
903,821 ,571.02 gold marks. The amount received by the Powers for the month 
was 121,986,433.61 gold marks. 


Rumania. 

February 29th.—In reply to the Hungarian proposal for a direct settlement 
of the dispute over the Optants’ Case, the Government conditionally offered 
to grant certain compensation to the dispossessed Hungarian landowners in 
Transylvania out of the amount of reparations due to Rumania by Hungary. 

March 13th.—-Strong feelings were expressed in Bucharest at the decision 
of the League Council on the Hungarian Optants’ Dispute, which was regarded 
as a blow to the League's prestige, in that it was a reversal of its mature 
decision of September 1927. 
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Sweden. 
March 3rd.—Signature of Arbitration Treaty with France. (See France.) 


Tangier. 

March \st.—A Franco-Spanish Memorandum of Agreement was drawn up, 
embodying the acceptance by Spain of the continued international status of 
Tangier and the undertaking by France to support Spanish claims for con- 
cessions. Negotiations with*Great Britain and Italy were to take place 
at an early date, either in Paris or in Rome. 

March 3rd.—Signature of Franco-Spanish Tangier Agreement. (See 
France.) 


The Netherlands. 
March \\th.—Signature of Arbitration Treaty with France. (See France.) 


The Yemen. 


March 5th—News reached Aden that bombing operations had been 
carried out on the town of Kataba, in the Yemen, as a reprisal for aggression 
and the kidnapping of two Aden sheikhs by the Zaidi Imam Yahya of Sana. 


Turkey. 


March 12th.—It was learnt in Constantinople that the Government had 
decided to accept the invitation to take part on the Preliminary Disarmament 
Commission at Geneva on March 15th. 


U.S.A. 


February 29th.—Ambush by Sandino’s men. (See Nicaragua.) 

March \st.—The Woodrow-Wilson Foundation conferred its annual 
Peace Award of a medal and £5,000 on Colonel Charles Lindberg, for his 
* good-will flights ’’ in the cause of international friendship. 

Interpretation of outlawry of war. (See? France.) 

The Naval Committee of the House of Representatives reduced the 
Naval appropriation of $34,670,000 to the sum of $14,800,000. 

March 2nd.—Senator Borah made public-the evidence on conditions in 
Nicaragua which the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations had received 
from Senior officers of the Navy and Marine Corps. In his evidence, Brigadier- 
General Lane said that if the Marines were withdrawn from Nicaragua General 
Sandino would march on Managua and attempt to take charge of the 
Government of the country. 

March 3rd.—Shooting of Americans in Mexico. (See Mexico.) 

March 6th.—In a speech at Bay City, Mr. Wilbur said that the opposition 
to the Naval Building Programme had been largely based upon the statement 
that it was competitive and provocative. This, however, was not the case, 
since the programme had grown out of the development of their own Navy, 
and other Navies as well, and had, as a matter of fact, been drawn up in 1922, 
and not hastily arrived at as the result of the failure of the Geneva Limitation 
Conference. Those who opposed it, he said “have not been sufficiently 
attentive to the Geneva Conference, and have forgotten or ignored the 
Washington Treaty.” 

The Senate ratified the Arbitration Treaty with France without a division. 
This replaced the Root Arbitration Treaty, which expired on February 27th, 
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and provided for the submission to arbitration of all disputes with France 
except those involving purely domestic questions, the interests of a third 
Power, the Monroe doctrine, and the obligations of France under the League. 
The preamble contained a declaration against the resort to war, and an 
expression of the hope that the day would come when all countires would 
denounce war as an instrument of national policy. 

March 13th.—-Mr. Kellogg handed to the German and Spanish Ambassadors 
the dratt of his multi-lateral treaty outlawing war. 


U.S.S.R. 

February 29th.—The Council of Commissars at Moscow approved the 
Budget estimates for the coming financial year. Revenue was estimated 
at 6,035,000,000 roubles and expenditure at 5,863,000,000 roubles. 

March 2nd.—-The Central Executive Committee appointed Tsurupa as 
* Dictator of Crops’ with authority over all institutions and establishments 
concerned with spring crops. The Committee also appointed Kvirin Sub- 
Director, with charge of the R.S.F.S.R. The Dictators were to function 
under the Commissariat for Agriculture. 

March 9th.—the * Ikki” published the text of the resolution passed 
by the Komintern a few days previously. ‘This demanded “ the most resolute 
and ruthless war against the so-called industrial peace movement in England.” 
It also decided to create a new organ, to be known as the ** Bureau for Western 
Europe ”’ in order to maintain closer communications between the branches 
in western countries and the central organisation. 

March 10th.—The arrest was announced of six German engineers in the 
Donetz coal district, on a charge of sabotage. At the same time the prosecutor 
of the Soviet Supreme Court announced publicly that a counter-revolutionary 
conspiracy had been discovered. ‘The German ambassador in Moscow made 
representations to the Soviet authorities in the matter. 

March 13th.—Indignation in Germany at Donetz arrests. (See Germany.) 

In Moscow the arrest of the German engineers was considered by many 
Soviet officials to be an attempt by a section of “‘ patriotic ’’ members of 
the Communist Party to thwart the Government’s policy of importing foreign 
engineers. The action of the Ogpu was said to have come as a surprise to 
many of the higher Soviet officials. 


Venezuela. 

February 29th.—Serious disorders, which were eventually put down by 
police and military forces, occurred in Caracas in the course of a strike in 
protest against the imprisonment of University students for speeches reflecting 


upon the Government. 
March 2nd.—Further reports from Lima stated that many were killed 


and injured in the street fighting, and that 200 students had been imprisoned. 

March 9ih.—Reports reached New York that serious student rioting had 
taken place during February. ‘This was said to have arisen out of the arrest 
of students who made demonstrations against the granting of concessions 


to foreign oil companies. 
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Il1Il.—BOOK NOTICES. 


A pamphlet entitled 
THE HUNGARO-RUMANIAN DISPUTE. 
The Optants’ Case before the League, 
by Mrs. Edgar Dugdale. 
has been published by the Association, from whom copies can be obtained, 
price 6d. 
The following books have been received from the Hogarth Press :— 
Imperialism and Civilization. By Leonard Woolf. 5s. nett. 
Arms or Arbitration. By H. Wilson Harris. 2s. 6d. 
What is Wrong with the League of Nations. By Edgar H. Brookes, 
M.A., D.Litt. 1s. 6d. 


1V.—LEAGUE OF NATIONS NOTES. 


PERMANENT COURT OF INTERNATIONAL JUSTICE. 

At a public session of the Permanent Court of International Justice 
at the Hague, on March 3rd, judgment was given in the matter of the Polish- 
Danzig dispute. ~In the published document the Court first reviewed the 
facts of the case, and then proceeded to define the point at issue. The Court 
decided that the agreement was a well-founded contract. The judgments 
of the Danzig Courts would have to be recognised and put into force by the 
Polish railway authorities. Finally, they decided that the decision of the 
High Commissioner was not founded in law. 

During the Countil meeting Herr Stresemann formally handed to the 
Secretary-General the instruments of Germany’s ratification of the ‘*‘ Optional 
Clause ’’ of the Permanent Court. 


DOMESTIC DETAILS. 

The Council approved the report of the Committee on the new League 
buildings. As soon as the final draft plans are completed the Secretary- 
General will be able to sign the contracts and work will be commenced. 

The Transit and Communications Committee has instructed the Secretariat 
to collaborate. with the Swiss Federal authorities in drawing up a scheme for 
a League aviation landing ground. Their recommendations for the League 
wireless station will come before the Assembly in September. 


THE SECURITY COMMITTEE. 

The Arbitration and Security Committee of the League has concluded its 
work of drafting ‘‘ model”’ treaties to deal with security, arbitration and 
conciliation. Six types of treaties have been evolved, but these fall naturally 
into two groups. By providing for different kinds of security pacts they are 
calculated to suit the requirements of all States. 

The first three treaties are all variations of the theme of peaceful settlement 
for international disputes. This is to be accomplished by means of either 
arbitration, recourse to the Permanent Court of International Justice for 
legal disputes, or conciliation. 

The remaining treaties deal with non-aggression, with or without guarantees 
of mutual assistance. 

All these drafts were approved by the Security Committee, and will 
come before the League Assembly next September. 


EXAMINATION OF GOVERNMENTS’ REPORTS. 

The Committee of Experts which examines the annual reports submitted 
by Governments, under Article 408 of the Treaty of Versailles, on the measures 
they have taken to apply International Labour Conventions formally ratified 
by them, met at the International Labour Office last week. Two hundred 
and ten reports were examined in detail, twenty of which were reserved 
for submission to the Governing Body which, in its turn, will put them before 
the next Session of the International Labour Conference, opening in Geneva 


on May 30th, 1928. 
(By the courtesy of the League of Nations Union.) 
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V.—NOTICES. 


1. The Minorities Commission of the Labour and Socialist International 
held a meeting on 23rd February in Zurich, under the Chairmanship of 
M. de Brouckere (Belgium). 

2. A Conference of German, Belgian, and Dutch officials was held at 
Aix-la-Chapelle on March Ist, with a view to finding the best means of 
dealing with international criminals operating on the frontier. 


3. The League Conference for the Abolition of Import and Export 
Prohibitions and Restrictions opened its session at Geneva on March 14th. 
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VI.FORTHCOMING EVENTS. 


*Child Welfare Committee 

*Preparatory Committee for Conference of 
Government Statisticians ‘ 

*EKconomic Committee 

*llth Session of the Advisory Commission on 
Opium and other Dangerous Drugs : 


First International Conference on Linguistics 
Permanent Committee for the Standardisation 
of Sera and Biological Products : 


*Supervisory Commission 
*Health Committee , 
*Consultative Committee 
Organization oe 
International Congress on J urisprudence in 
regard to Aviation .. 
lst International Congress of 
Aviation 
*Permanent Mandates Commission ys 
The 11th International Aeronautic Exhibition . . 
*2nd Conference on the Abolition of Import and 
Export Prohibition and Restrictions é% 
International Astronomical Meeting at Leiden . 
International Congress of Historical rene o* 
Pan-Pacific Women’s Conference : 
World Youth Peace Congress oe oe oe 


of the Economic 


Professional 


The World’s Power (Fuel) Conference .. é 
Annual Conference of the Fédération Inter- 
nationale des Unions Intellectuelles p 


International Congress of Nurses 
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